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Dear l ' A r* Pos enfold, 

Thanty you for your no to of the ’3rd. 

If yuu read what I sent after last Sunday* s Outlook on Ray you realize 
that X did not ask the Post to publish a w6rd. I asked that it inform itself* 

I did not and I do nO^-pect it to accept my invitation* I regret that but 
not for any personal reasons* One of the reasons is illustrated by last Sundays 
propaganda presented as news, real Orwell stuff* I'd like for the people to 
have more confidents in their media and for the media to deserve having that 
confidence in it* 

I’ve spent as much time as I could in the years it has not been safe for 
rue to use those FOIA files in the basement preparing manuscripts to leave as a 
record for our lilstory of these events the importance of which will never die* 
aside from file copies X liave made s^me distribution to educator friends* 

Most people do not stop to think about it this way but in our society 
the assassination of any president is, regardless of the motive of the assassin 
or assassins, a coup d* btat* 

One would not know tills from th(> media* Or would regard the media as 

Jf *“ } 

please/ that there was tiiis coup d'etat. / 

I do not liavo a clear recollection, recent as it was, of what I sent on 
the Ray/King case but I do toll you tiiat there was, despite the false pretenses 
the Post published/^ quite literally no fiase against %; y at all* Aside from what 
I learned in writing my book, which remains basic on the subject, X was his 
investigator and I / did get all those records under EOIA* 

And when he was the country's most famous criminal la^jsr Percy Foreman 
fled a IV studio w^rf^/hile Ids makeup was being -..ut on when he learned he 
was about to confront me. 

I'm sorry so much of this will disappear with mo* 

l'lianks and best wishes# 



Orwell lias taken up permanent residence at the? Post I 


lOvan Thomas writes about thejraania for secrecy in government but can* t do 
tliat without ^dousing the JFIC mid iking assassinations to argue the irrelevant, 
that they were not the end product of conspiracies* 

Thomas and again to u u1;look, whether or not there liad been any con- 
spiracy is a matter of "theory 11 rather tlian of fact* 

But except to the determinedly ignorant, put Thomas at the top of thar list, 
there is no question about the fact j/Y each assassination* 

B is public enough and I made enough of the fact in each assassination 
public years ago 0 

V/ithout a single letter or call from any of those I exposed complaindlng 
that I liad bee/? uniair or inaccurate* 

Thomas writes that "someone needs to assert the public* s right to know*" 

That right is not limited to officia^ecrecy* 

And when Thomas writes about tke assassinations ho lias the obligation to 
serve the people's right to know, as ho does not and cannot* > 

He assumes^ along with' Oliver Stone , bloat the government files hold 
secrets tliat would identify the assassins, but that is not true and the 
readily-availablo official records that, once again, I am responsible for putting 
in the public domain, leave this without question^for more than two decades* 

I wrote lhpVl;ill ACAIHI in ,1.992. The publisher sat on it for almost thVfeo 
years, but it did appear and it documents the official intention not to investi- 
gate the JFK assassination. That decision, a do facto conspiracy, was reached 
as soon as^tfwald was killed and it was lcnow^bhore would be no trial* 

(And on that strong opposition by the press to official secrecy, what 
element complained that the 14/arron Commission proceeded in secrecy with what, 
liad Oswald not boon killed, would liave been entirely in public? Uliat paper, 
the Host included, protested at being de eino d the right to cover those hearings?) 
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As Janos Earl Ray's investigator in his effort to got the trial he has 


never ha! through his lawsuit, llp& v. Itose, I dtt developed and tlio lawyers 

/ 

presented the case tliat led the judge to hold in Ids decision that guilt or 
innocence wore immaterial to Ray's ploa for that irial^ the voluntaidness of 
Ilia ploa that was without question coerced and the effective assistd^ce of 
counsel when Ids counsel never even iiivestti&^gd the case and did not hire a 
single investigator to do tliat. 

/ 

In order to be able to do thaif* ^ had to disprove the allegations against 
Ray and x produced the witnesses who did that - under oath and subject to 
cc^rss examination* 

There is no reasonable question about it, King was killed by a conspiracy 
in which tiay did not l'irc a shot* ^ould not hqve. 

Thomas 1 basis for this writing is Ids ignorance and it is that ignorance 

J 


the media has press eejupon the people. He did not liave to fantasise about those 
assassinations to malco Ids point but Ids and t^o media mind works that way. 

But to Thomas U/j.th Ids ignorance of the readily-available fact all of 
tkls is "conspiracy theories." 

He says that are 1 ‘ f ar-f e t checj4id difficult to rebut." Thetj. are fact and 




0 


the t ruth cannot be rebutted. 

There are assassination secrets but they are secret t6 protect errant 
officialdom ;ind failed officials. 

Again, 1 1 vo taken tld^ time in an effort to inform you and the Post. 

(When the doctor tells mo 1 should bo keeping my heels higher than my heart.) 

1 add this to my previous offer to be questioned cn tape about the King stories, 
anti-Ra^ propaganda, and I add editors to reporters. 

If anyone at the Post wants to be informed. 

Hay I suggest that you read my jhVEl! AGABIJ^ and then ask yourself wliy the 

Post would not reveiow it or any of my books. Its reviewer did review the first 
but tliat review was killed* j)\ I ^ , 



